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DETAILED ACTION 
Information Disclosure Statement 

The information disclosure statements (IDS) submitted on 1/1 6/2004 5/20/2005 
and 11/29/2005 are acknowledged. The submission is in compliance with the provisions 
of 37 CFR 1.97 & 1.98. Accordingly, the examiner has considered the information 
disclosure statements. 

Oath/Declaration 

Acknowledgement is made of applicant's Oath/Declaration meets standard 
required by 35 U.S.C 25 & 115. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1,2, 6-41 & 45-79 are rejected under 35. U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Miodunski et al. (US Patent 5,833,540). 

Claims 1-2, 40-41 : Miodunski et al. teaches a remote system for using with a 
gaming machine for processing a table rating on at least one gaming machine, wherein 
a host computer is coupled to the gaming machine by a network (abstract). Miodunski 
et al. discloses a remote device for receiving table rating information and a remote 
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network interface coupled to the device for exchanging data between the host computer 
and the remote device (figure 1 and col. 3: 50-5), wherein the remote device is coupled 
to the network by a wireless connection (figure 1). 

Claims 6-10, 45-48, 72: Miodunski et al. discloses the said remote device 
having a processor and a web client for interaction, wherein the web-client is use to 
acquire data from players and formatting the data, wherein the data includes table rating 
forms (user info to be filled by the user) and the remote device to return the forms back 
to the network interface, wherein the network interface contains a processor and a web- 
client for interactions with users (figures 1, 3 & 4 and col. 3-4: 45-18, and col. 5: 26-6 ). 

Claims 11-13, 49-51 : Miodunski et al. discloses network interface to confirm 
that all the information required for the table rating was entered and the information is 
valid. Once the information has been entered, the host or network interface creates a 
record for the player (col. 6: 7-58, col. 7: 40-54, 8: 46-53). 

Claims 14, 52: Miodunski et al. discloses the retrieving player information 
from the database as a function of the table rating status, retrieving a status form from 
the host computer containing the player information and table rating status, and 
instructing the remote device to display the status form (col. 6: 7-58, col. 7: 40-60). 

Claims 15-27, 53-67: Miodunski et al. discloses of table rating status one of 
an open or closed status, wherein retrieving the closed status form if the status is closed 
(wherein the closed status form having a button which is de-pressed by the player to 
close status) and updating the table rating to reflect the closed status or retrieving an 
open status if the status is open and continuously updating the table rating according to 
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the players' performance and updating the table rating information to reflect the status 
(col. 9: 15-29,45-13), 

Claims 28-29, 68-69: Miodunski et al. discloses a plurality of objects 
coupled to the database tables for retrieving and storing data (col. 7: 29-39). 

Claims 30-39, 71 , 73-79: Miodunski et al. discloses of receiving queries from 
the remote network interface, retrieves responsive data from the database, updating the 
data (which includes player's name, ID card number and/or other identification 
numbers) and returning the responsive data to the remote network interface (figure 5 
and col. 8: 36-61 and col. 9-10: 3-14). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3-5 and 42-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Miodunski et al. as applied to the claims above. 

Claims 3-5, 42-44: Miodunski et al. discloses a remote device for receiving table 
rating information and a remote network interface coupled to the device for exchanging 
data between the host computer and the remote device (figure 1 and col. 3: 50-5), 
wherein the remote device is coupled to the network by a wireless connection (figure 1). 
Miodunski does not specifically disclose that the connection use the IEEE 802.1 1 or 
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802.1 1b or 802.1 1g standard protocols. Industry standards are just that - standard. 
One of ordinary skill would have any number of reasons for adopting industry standards. 
Standards foster interoperability; lower costs by allowing the purchase of off-the-shelf 
parts; cut design time, etc. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to have modified Miodunski et al. to have used one of the 
various industry standard communications protocols in order to gain the benefits of 
adopting industry standards outlined above. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. See attached Notice of References Cited page. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sunit Pandya whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2823. The examiner can normally be reached on M - F: 8 am - 5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Pezzuto can be reached on (571) 272-6996. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Sen/ice Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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